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DETAILED ACTION 

This is the initial Office action based on the 10/825,970 application filed on 
04/16/2004. Claims 1-26, as originally filled, are currently pending and have been 
considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 18- 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Applicant mentions a step of sending a validation 
sequence to said alarm-relay, however it is unclear what is doing the sending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-5, 15, 20-23 and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kirtland U.S. Publication No.: 2004/0015294 A1. 

Claim 1 : A method of alerting a user of an occurrence on a computerized 
system, said method comprising the steps of: detecting said occurrence on said 
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computerized system gyres s t c N 

sensing/warning system); transmitting a signal indicative of said occurrence from 
said computerized system to an alarm-relay device (Figures i-2 and Abstract; 
ee % . • v , and communicating said signal from said alarm-relay 

device to a residential alarm system F g es > and N - - , < 

to individuais located in the region). 

Claim 2: wherein said computerized system is a computerized system having a 
communication port, and wherein said signal is transmitted from said 
computerized system to said alarm-relay device via said communications port 

(Figures 1-2 and Abstract and Par. 22; seria! port). 

Claim 3: wherein said communication port is taken from a group consisting of a 
serial port, a USB port, an infrared port, and a parallel port (F g ires -2 ar d 

Claim 4: wherein said system is a personal computer system having the ability 
to detect said occurrence (F igures 1-2 and Abstract and Par, 13; personal 
computer). 

Claim 5: wherein said occurrence is an alert that power to said personal 
computer system has been terminated or disrupted ^ v e°< V c -\ ,> ,s 

8-9; j: - - } " lerating v\*ming signals). 
Claim 15: wherein said system is a cell phone having the ability to detect said 
occurrence , . . a \ N - \ - a s " u - 

telecommunications networks end microcomputer monitoring circuit). 
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Claim 20: wherein said signal is transmitted over an attached cable (Figures 1-2 
and Abstract; wired telephones). 

Claim 21 : wherein said signal is transmitted over a wireless connection (Figi 
1 -2 and Abstract and Pa;' 7- cellular PCS or other w;reiess telecommunications 
networks). 

Claim 22: wherein said communication of said signal from said alarm-relay 
device to an alarm system is not reliant upon an internet connection with a global 
computer network (Figures 1-2 and Abstract and Par. 8; telephone network, 
paging system, and ). 

Claim 23: wherein said alarm system is a conventional, residential security 
alarm system (Figures 1-2 and Abstract; Emergency and/or disaster 
sensing/warning system). 

Claims 25- 26 list no new elements and are therefore rejecting using the 
same rationale as in claims 1-23. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 6- 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kirtland, and further in view of Dervan et al. (hereinafter Dervan) U.S. Publication No.: 
2002/0042882 A1 . 

7. Regarding Claims 6- 8, Kirtland discloses the invention as discussed above. 

However, Kirtland remains silent on the specific teachings of said 
occurrence(s) being an alert that a virus has been detected, or that critical heat 
levels have been reached or that an unauthorized use of a computer program 
has occurred. 

In the same field of endeavor, Dervan discloses the specific teachings of 
said occurrence(s) being an alert that a virus has been detected, or that critical 
heat levels have been reached or that an unauthorized use of a computer 
program has occurred (Par. 75, 90, 97 and 99; virus warnings, 
controlling/monitoring ambient temperatures, and alerting/detecting unauthorized 
users). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art to modify or incorporate Dervan's teachings of computer security 
system for monitoring for viruses, unauthorized users and critical heat levels with 
the teachings of Kirtland, to provide for a more efficient and secure computing 
systems. 
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8. Regarding claim 9, Kirtland-Dervan discloses wherein said system is a laptop 
computer system having the ability to detect said occurrence (The Examiner takes 
Official Notice). 

9. Regarding claim 14, Kirtland-Dervan discloses wherein said system is a 
personal digital assistant having the ability to detect said occurrence (The Examiner 
takes Official Notice). 

10. Claims 10- 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kirtland, and further in view of Kimber et al. (hereinafter Kimber) U.S. Patent No.: 
5,903,716. 

Kirtland discloses the invention as disclosed above. 

However, Kirtland remains silent on the specific teaching wherein said 
system is a copying machine having the ability to detect said occurrence (i.e. low 
toner, paper jam and low paper). 

In the same field of endeavor, Kimber discloses wherein said system is a 
copying machine having the ability to detect said occurrence (Figure 4 and 
Abstract; monitoring toner/paper/ and paper jam status). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art to modify or incorporate Kimber's teachings of copy machines 
having the ability to detect the status of toner, and paper in a copy machine with 
the teachings of Kirtland to provide for a more efficient and secure copying 
system. 
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1 1 . Regarding claim 16, Kirtland-Kimber discloses wherein said system is a printer 

having the ability to detect said occurrence(s) (The Exar nei takes Off •: 1 Not ce). 

12. Claims 18- 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kirtland, and further in view of Baldwin et al. (hereinafter Baldwin) U.S. Publication 
No.: 2004/0039924 A1 . 

Kirtland discloses the invention as disclosed above. 

However, Kirtland remains silent on the specific teachings of sending a 
validation sequence to said alarm-relay device prior to said transmitting step and 
wherein said validation sequence includes a key sequence. 

In the same field of endeavor, Baldwin discloses sending a validation 
sequence to said alarm-relay device prior to said transmitting step and wherein 
said validation sequence includes a key sequence Figures id \t> 
master key and application keys). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art to modify or incorporate Baldwin's teachings of using 
cryptographic keys for accessing applications within a computing device with the 
teachings of Kirtland to provide for a more efficient and reliable/secure way to 
authenticate devices within a computing system. 

13. Regarding claim 17, Kirtland-Dervan discloses wherein said system is a firewall 
having the ability to detect said occurrence ^ » ^ , \o * 
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14. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kirtland, and further in view of Blankenship et al. (hereinafter Blankenship) U.S. 
Publication No.: 2007/0264971 A1. 

Kirtland discloses the invention as disclosed above. 
However, Kirtland remains silent on the specific teachings of transmitting 
a still-alive signal from a computerized system. 

In the same field of endeavor, Blankenship discloses the specific 
teachings of transmitting a still-alive signal from a computerized system (Par. 47 
and claims 27-28; keep aiive signals, and performance parameters}. 

Accordingly it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art to modify or incorporate Blankenship's teachings of monitoring 
performance parameters in a communication device with the teachings of 
Kirtland to provide for a more efficient and secure computing/security systems. 

Examiner Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and 
are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in 
preparing responses, to fully consider the references in its entirety as potentially 
teaching of all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the 
passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MACEEH ANWARI whose telephone number is 
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(571)272-7591 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30-5:00 
PM ES. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on 571-272-3922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

M.A. 

/William C. Vaughn, Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2144 



